SPEECH 

OF 


HON.  W.  P.  THOMASSON,  OF  KENTUCKY, 


ON 


THE  BILL  MAKING  APPROPRIATIONS  FOR 


HARBORS  AND  RIVERS, 

179  7  -  \  §8  ~ 

DELIVERED 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  26,  1846. 


f  he  House  being  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 

the  state  of  the  Union  on  the  bill  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  certain  Rivers  and  Harbors — ■ 

Mr.  THOMASSON  addressed  the  Committee 
as  follows: 

Mr,  Chairman:  Although  somewhat  indisposed, 

I  embrace  the  earliest  opportunity  of  replying  to 
the  denunciations  which  several  gentlemen  have 
made  of  the  item  in  this  bill,  authorizing  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  of  the  Genera]  Government  to  purchase 
the  stock  held  by  individuals  in  the  Louisville  and 
Portland  canal.  It  will  be  most  convenient,  how¬ 
ever,  first  to  notice  the  questions  directly  before 
the  committee,  and  the  different  positions  assumed 
by  some  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me 
in  this  debate. 

The  proposition  of  the  gentleman  who  spoke 
last,  [Mr.  Johnson,  of  Tennessee,]  to  amend  the 
pending  amendment  by  adding  appropriations  to 
improve  the  tributary  streams  of  the  Tennessee 
river,  cannot  receive  my  support,  for  these  rea¬ 
sons:  that  we  have  no  survey  of  the  streams,  nor 
are  we  furnished  with  any  specifications  or  esti¬ 
mates  of  wlrat  the  improvements  contemplated  will 
Dost.  It  is  not  even  asserted  that,  as  far  as  the 
proposed  improvements  are  to  be  made  on  these 
tributaries,  they  are  not  local  instead  of  national 
'objects,  nor  are  any  reasons  offered  for  making  an 
exception  in  their  favor.  But  it  is  not  for  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Tennessee.  [Mr.  Johnson,]  nor  any 
otner  member,  to  expect  support  for  a  proposition 
‘■of  amendment,  accompanied  by  declarations  of, 
uncompromising  hostility  to  the  principle  of  the  1 
mu.  That  gentleman  has  depicted  in  strong  terms 
the  danger  of  oppression,  bankruptcy,  and  ruin,  > 


to  the  Government,  if  this  mode  of  expending 
:  money  becomes  a  fixed  practice:  and  he  calls  upon 
the  Democratic  party  (as  several  others  have  be¬ 
fore  called  upon  that  party)  to  re-establish  the 
orthodox  Democratic  creed — “  No  appropriations 
for  internal  improvement !” 

It  the  estimates  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be  correct,  we  shall  have  surplus  revenue  enough 
on  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  to  meet  two  such  bills  as 
this;  so  that  there  can  be  no  danger  of  want  of 
funds  at  present. 

I  cordially  join  in  the  call  upon  gentlemen  to 
define  their  positions.  My  opinion  is,  that  those 
!  wh°  oppose  internal  improvements  are  ultra  De¬ 
mocratic;  at  any  rate  the  country  should  know  who 
are  for  and  who  against  such  improvements.  There 
is,  to  say  the  ieast  of  it,  manifest  impropriety  in 
advocating  one  doctrine  before  our  constituents, 
and  acting  upon  another  here. 

The  great  exponent  of  the  present  dominant 
party,  the  lamented  President  Jackson,  approved 
bills  based  upon  the  same  principle  as  this  bill,  and 
expressly  recognised  the  right  to  make  appropria¬ 
tions  w  here  the  object  tended  to  the  general  wel¬ 
fare, and  was  obviously  national  in  its  character. 
If  this  reasonable  position,  however,  is  now  to  be 
abandoned,  and  one  more  contracted" and  abstract¬ 
ed  is  to  be  substituted,  as  an  ultimatum,  by  those 
who  profess  to  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  their 
illustrious  chief,  it  is  due  to  all  concerned,  and 
especially  to  their  hitherto  mistaken  friends,  to  be 
informed  of  that  determination. 

The  gentleman  last  up,  [Mr.  Johnson,]  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Alabama,  Mr.  Payne,]  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Air.  Rhett,]  after 


defining  their  part}'  creed — seeming  to  fear  that 
individual  necessity  may  affiliate  the  rank  and  file — 
resorted,  as  is  usual  in  such  cases,  to  high-wrought 
descriptions  of  a  violated  Constitution.  And  it 
struck  me  at  the  time  as  an  extremely  unkind  cut 
of  the  last  named  gentleman,  [Mr.  Rhett,]  to 
charge  the  western  wing  of  his  party  not  only  with 
being  unmoved  by  the  reasoning  of  himself  and 
southern  friends,  but  with  vying  with  their  politi¬ 
cal  opponents  in  reiterated  efforts  to  incorporate 
the  system  of  internal  improvements  upon  the 
functions  of  the  General  Government.  But  the 
gentleman  deceives  himself,  if  he  doubts  the  loy¬ 
alty  to  the  Constitution  of  either  party  in  the  West: 
the  day  is  far  in  the  future  when  a  force-bill  will 
be  necessary  to  remind  them  of  their  fealty  to  that 
sacred  instrument.  » 

That  gentleman  begs  the  question  in  stating 
that  we  of  the  West  claim  that  our  rivers  stand  in 
a  relation  to  the  General  Government  different 
from  that  of  the  navigable  streams  bordering  on 
the  Atlantic,  because  of  the  provisions  of  the  or¬ 
dinance  of  1787,  and  the  magnitude  and  uses  of 
those  rivers.  We  desire  no  misunderstanding 
upon  this  subject.  We  claim  that  the  ordinance 
of  1787  was  but  a  renewal  of  the  law  of  the  land 
and  general  usage,  secured  by  the  treaty  of  1763, 
and  that  it  merely  recognised  pre-existing  national 
rights,  and  sanctioned  their  enlarged  exercise,  by 
declaring  that  the  carrying  places  between  the 
navigable  waters  of  the  Mississippi  and  ihe  St. 
Lawrence  should  be  common  highways. 

Through  the  whole  of  the  gentleman’s  remarks 
there  is  evidently  what,  in  legal  parlance,  is  termed 
a  negative  pregnant;  that  is,  that  if  it  can  be  shown 
that  the  proprietary  right  to  our  western  rivers  is 
in  the  General  Government,  then  to  appropriate 
money  to  improve  them  is  constitutional.  Now, 
I  undertake  to  say,  that  before  our  Government  ac¬ 
quired  any  rights  in  the  premises,  the  Mississippi 
river  was  a  common  highway,  made  so  by  treaty 
stipulation,  and  so  treated  by  the  nations  whose 
subjects  had  occasion  and  right  to  use  the  same; 
that  the  General  Government  has  acquired  a  pro¬ 
prietary  right,  and  that  right  has  never  been  parted 
with.  Now  for  the  proof.  The  seventh  article  of 
the  treaty  between  England,  France,  and  Spain, 
concluded  at  Paris  tlje  10th  of  February,  1763,  is 
in  the  following  words  : 

44  In  order  to  re-establish  peace  on  solid  and 
‘  durable  foundations,  and  to  remove  forever  all 
4  subjects  of  dispute  with  regard  to  the  limits  of 
‘  the  British  and  French  territories  on  the  conti- 
4  nent  of  America,  it  is  agreed  that,  for  the  future, 
4  the  confines  between  the  dominions  of  his  Bri- 
4  tannic  Majesty  and  those  of  his  most  Christian 
‘  Majesty  in  that  part  of  the  world,  shall  be  fixed 
‘  irrevocably  by  a  line  drawn  along  the  middle  of 
4  the  river  Mississippi,  from  its  source  to  the  river 
‘  Iberville,  and  from  thence,  by  a  line  drawn  along 
‘  the  middle  of  this  river  and  the  lakes  Maurepas 
4  and  Pontchartrain,  to  the  sea;  and,  for  this  pur- 
4  pose,  the  most  Christian  King  cedes  in  full  right, 
4  and  guaranties  to  his  Britannic  Majesty  the  river 
4  and  port  of  the  Mobile,  and  everything  which  he 
4  possesses,  or  ought  to  possess,  on  the  left  s'ide 
4  of  the  river  Mississippi,  (except  the  town  of 
4  New  Orleans,  and  the  island  in  which  it  is  sit- 
4  uated,  which  shall  remain  to  France;)  provided 


4  that  the  navigation  of  the  river  Mississippi  shall 
4  be  equally  free,  as  well  to  the  subjects  of  Great 
4  Britain  as  to  those  of  France,  in  its  whole  breadth 
4  and  length,  from  its  source  to  the  sea;  and  ex- 
4  pressly  that  part  which  is  between  the  said  island 
4  of  New  Orleans  and  the  bank  of  that  river,  as 
4  well  as  the  passage  both  in  and  out  of  its  mouth. 

4  It  is  further  stipulated,  that  the  vessels  belong- 
4  ing  to  the  subjects  of  either  nation  shall  not  be 
4  stopped,  visited,  or  subjected  to  the  payment  of 
4  any  duty  whatsoever.  The  stipulations  inserted 
4  in  the  fourth  article  in  favor  of  the  inhabitants  of 
4  Canada  shall  also  take  place  with  regard  to  the 
4  inhabitants  of  the  countries  ceded  by  this  ar- 
4  tide.” 

This  right  to  navigate  evidently  was  intended  to 
extend  to  the  navigable  tributaries,  as  well  as  to 
the  Mississippi  proper;  for  such  a  construction 
is  presumed  by  many  to  be  sustained  by  inter¬ 
national  law. 

The  twentieth  article  of  the  same  treaty  has  the 
following,  viz: 

44  His  Catholic  Majesty  cedes  and  guaranties 
4  in  full  right  to  his  Britannic  Majesty,  Florida, 

4  with  Fort  St.  Augustine,  and  the  bay  of Pensa- 
4  cola;  as  wxll  as  all  that  Spain  possesses  on  the 
4  continent  of  North  America  to  the  east  or  to  the 
4  southeast  of  the  river  Mississippi;  and,  in  gen- 
4  eral,  everything  that  depends  on  the  said  coun- 
4  tries  and  lands,  with  the  sovereignty,  property, 

4  possession,  and  all  rights  acquired  by  treaties  or 
4  otherwise,  which  the  Catholic  King  and  Crown 
4  of  Spain  have  had  till  now  over  the  said  coun* 
4  tries,  lands,  places,  and  their  inhabitants :  So 
4  that  the  Catholic  King  cedes  and  makes  over  the 
4  whole  to  the  said  King  and  to  the  Crown  of  Great 
4  Britain,  and  that  in  the  most  ample  manner  and 
4  form.” 

Let  it  be  noted  that  England  only  acquires  by 
this  section  ownership  of  the  soil  to  the  river  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  so  that  the  river  itself  continued  to  belong 
to  the  other  party  above  the  river  Iberville.  There¬ 
fore  the  General  Government,  by  the  Louisiana 
treaty,  acquired  the  proprietary  right  to  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  river.  After  the  navigation  of  the  river 
had  been  settled  by  the  treaty,  it  was  wholly  im¬ 
material  who  was  proprietor,  but  as  showing  what 
the  Continental  Congress  treated  as  our  western 
limit.  The  language  in  the  5th  section  of  the  ordi¬ 
nance  of  1787  is  referred  to  as  follows,  viz:  “The 
4  western  State  in  the  said  territory  shall  be  bound- 
4  ed  by  the  Mississippi,  the  Ohio,  and  Wabash 
4  rivers.” 

The  next  question  is,  Has  the  General  Govern¬ 
ment  divested  itself  of  the  proprietary  right  thus 
acquired?  It  may  be  said  that  the  admission  into 
the  Union  of  the  States  bordering  upon  the  river, 
is  a  recognition  of  their  exclusive  jurisdiction  to 
the  extent  of  their  boundaries  defined  by  their  con¬ 
stitutions.  Let  us  first  examine  the  facts.  The 
constitutions  of  Missouri  and  Arkansas  define 
their  State  boundaries  as  running  44  with  the  middle 
of  the  main  channel  of  the  Mississippi  river.”  The 
constitution  of  Illinois  says,  44  to  the  middle  of  the 
Mississippi.”  That  of  the  State  of  Mississippi 
uses  the  terms  44  beginning  on,  running  to,  and 
thence  up  the  Mississippi,”  clearly  not  embracing 
the  river.  That  of  Louisiana  uses  the  language, 
44  to  the  river  Mississippi,  thence  down  the  said 
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river  to  the  river  Iberville,”  evidently  not  em¬ 
bracing  the  river  Mississippi  from  where  it  strikes , 
to  the  river  Iberville.  Kentucky  and  Tennessee, 
by  the  cessions  of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina,  go 
only  to  the  river. 

Thus  it  is  seen  that  there  is  a  large  portion  of  the 
Mississippi  not  within  the  chartered  limits  of  the 
States  respectively  bordering  thereon;  and  it  is 
manifest,  that  the  States  embracing  portions  of  the 
river  did  so  with  a  view  to  jurisdiction  over  civil 
and  criminal  transactions,  and  not  as  a  right  to 
interfere  with  the  water,  or  to  establish  any  control 
over,  or  limitation  of,  the  general  navigation. 

Let  us  next  examine  the  facts  as  relates  to  the 
Ohio  river.  Virginia,  under  charter  grants,  claim¬ 
ed  territorial  rights  from  sea  to  sea;  as  a  colony  of 
Great  Britain  she  was  restricted  in  boundary  to  the 
east  side  of  the  Mississippi  river  by  the  treaty  of 
1763;  by  her  act  of  1776,  establishing  Kentucky 
county,  the  call  for  boundary  is,  “  to  begin  on  the 
Ohio,  at  the  mouth  of  Great  Sandy  Creek.”  The 
resolution  of  Virginia  of  the  2d  January,  1781,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  cession  of  her  northwestern  territory 
to  the  United  States  has  the  following  reservation, 
viz  :“  That  all  the  remaining  territory  of  Virgi- 
‘  nia  included  between  the  Atlantic  ocean  and  the 
*  southeast  side  of  the  river  Ohio,  and  the  Mar  viand, 
c  Per^yIvania>  and  North  Carolina  boundaries, 
shall  be  guarantied  to  the  Commonwealth  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  by  the  said  United  States.” 

This  is  followed  by  the  ordinance  of  Congress 
of  1787,  for  the  regulation  of  the  Northwestern 
territory,  to  which  the  gentleman  has  referred.  The 
following  is  a  part  of  the  fourth  article:  “  The  navi- 
‘  gable  waters  leading  into  the  Mississippi  and  St. 
Lawrence,  and  the  carrying  places  between  the 
same,  shall  be  common  highways,  and  forever 
free,  as  well  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  said  terri¬ 
tory  as  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and 
those  of  any  other  States  that  may  be  admitted 
into  the  confederacy,  without  any  tax,  impost, 
or  duty  therefor.”  r  ’ 

Then  comes  the  act  of  Virginia,  of  the  18th  De¬ 
cember,  1789,  giving  her  assent,  with  conditions, 
to  Kentucky  becoming  a  State:  the  11th  section 
is  in  the  following  words,  viz:  “Seventh,  That 
the  use  and  navigation  of  the  river  Ohio,  so  far 
as  the  territory  of  the  proposed  State  or  the  terri¬ 
tory  which  shall  remain  within  the  limits  of  this 
Commonwealth  lies  thereon,  shall  be  free  and 
common  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States;  and 
the  respective  jurisdictions  of  this  Commonwealth, 
and  of  the  proposed  State  on  the  river,  as  afore¬ 
said,  shall  be  concurrent  only  with  the  States 
which  may  possess  the  opposite  shores  of  the 
said  river.” 

All  of  which  was  approved,  and  received  the 
crowning  sanction  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni¬ 
ted  States,  adopted  in  1789. 

.  J,he  next  in  order,  and  the  last  that  I  will  notice, 
is  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  4th  February,  1791 
giving  consent  that  the  District  of  Kentucky,  ac¬ 
cording  “  to  its  actual  boundaries  on  the  18tli  day 
of  December,  1789,”  may  be  formed  into  a  new 
•  i  adrmued  into  the  Union. 

..It  iVherie.  fa?ts  before  us>  °an  there  be  a 
P?™.  Y  -16  ?hl°,  nver’  from  the  western  line  of 
ennsyh  ama,  has  been,  by  the  proper  authorities 
declared  a  “  public  and  common  highway,”  and 


that  it  is  under  the  control  of  the  General  Govern¬ 
ment?  If  the  foregoing  facts  fail  to  convince,  rea¬ 
soning  will  be  vain.  There  is  but  one  opinion  in 
the  West;  and  it  excites  surprise  that  any  one, 
and  especially  gentlemen  who  are  lauded  for  their 
intelligence,  can  come  to  a  different  conclusion. 
Besides,  sir,  we  of  the  West  see  no  difference  be¬ 
tween  an  appropriation  to  remove  a  rock  that  ob¬ 
structs  navigation,  and  one  to  build  a  light-house  to 
warn  the  navigator  from  such  an  obstruction.  Will 
it  be  said  that  fresh  and  salt  water  make  the  differ¬ 
ence  ?  “  I  cannot  find  it— ’tis  not  in  the  bond.” 

The  gentleman  [Mr.  Rhett]  assumes  another 
position,  to  prove  that  the  General  Government  has 
no  authority  over  our  lakes  and  rivers,  and  conse¬ 
quently  that  it  is  unconstitutional  to  appropriate 
money  to  improve  them.  It  is,  in  substance,  that 
the  Constitution,  having  given  exclusive  authority 
to  the  Federal  courts  over  “all  cases  of  admiralty 
and  maritime  jurisdiction,  ”  and  the  Supreme  Court 
having  decided  that  this  jurisdiction  extends  only 
with  tide  water,  therefore  the  courts  have  no  juris¬ 
diction  over  internal  navigation  where  there  is  no 
tide,  consequently  the  Government  has  no  author¬ 
ity  there.  My  high  regard  for  that  gentleman ’s  su¬ 
perior  intelligence  and  legal  acumen,  induces  the 
belief  that  this  position  has  been  assumed  without 
due  reflection.  It  is  manifestly  untenable.  He 
seems  to  confound  the  extension  of  jurisdiction  with 
enlargement  of  power.  The  power  of  the  judiciary 
is  not  enlarged  by  extending  the  sphere  of  its  op¬ 
eration.  The  Constitution  fixes  the  extent  of 
power:  to  Congress  it  is  given  to  prescribe  the 
manner,  when,  and  where  this  power  may  be  ex¬ 
ercised.  The  powers,  rights,  and  authority  of  the 
Government  are  not  confined  to  the  jurisdiction  oi 
the  judiciary,  else  whence  the  authority  to  annex 
an  empire  to  our  territorial  domain?  Admiralty 
and  maritime  jurisdiction  was  clearly  defined  at 
common  law,  and  understood  by  the  conventionists 
as  relating  to  contracts,  customs,  and  usages  on  the 
high  seas,  and  embraced  our  exterior  or  foreign 
trade,  and  the  rights  and  duties  of  nations;  hence, 
there  was  a  peculiar  fitness  in  conferring  the  exclu¬ 
sive  jurisdiction  on  the  Federal  courts.  It  was  also 
well  settled  that  the  cause  of  action  or  complaint 
must  have  its  origin  upon  tide-water;  hence,  the 
correctness  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

The  second  section  of  the  third  article  of  the 
Constitution  (the  one,  too,  in  which  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  referred  to  is  given)  reads  as  follows: 

Tne  judicial  power  shall  extend  to  all  cases  in 
‘law  and  equity  arising  under  this  Constitution, 

‘  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  the  treaties  made 
‘  or  which  shall  be  made  under  their  authority.” 
From  which  it  is  clear,  that  it  was  contemplated 
that  lawspvould  be  passed  requiring  the  extension 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts. 

of  the  Mfest  think,  as  did  our  fathers  who 
flamed  the  Constitution,  that  the  ends  for  which 
the  Government  was  established  were,  (with  oth¬ 
ers,)  “  to  form  a  more  perfect  union,  establish  jus- 
‘  tice,  ensure  domestic  tranquillity,  provide  for  the 
‘  common  defence,  promote  the  general  welfare, 

‘  secure  the  blessings  of  liberty,  and  to  regulate 
[  commerce  among  the  States;”  and  we  hold  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  pass  laws  to  effect 
and  secure  each  of  these  objects.  But  enough, 
perhaps,  has  been  said  already  upon  this  point. 
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Gentlemen  are  implored  to  remember  that  we  have 
a  common  country  to  serve,  and  that  party  tactics 
should  not  influence  our  action  upon  questions  of 
such  vital  importance  as  this.  The  right  of  a  State 
to  interfere  with  the  Ohio  or  Mississippi  rivers, 
under  pretence  of  improving  or  obstructing  their 
navigation,  is  positively  denied:  to  permit  such  an 
exercise  of  local  interference  might  lead  to  worse 
results  than  dependence  upon  a  penurious  or  ne¬ 
glectful  General  Government. 

The  course  pursued  by  gentlemen  opposed  to 
internal  improvements  is  well  calculated  to  produce 
the  results  they  predict  and  seem  desirous  to  avert. 
They  offer  amendments  which  they  will  not  vote 
for  themselves;  they  vote  for  others,  that  they  hope 
may  be  disagreeable  to  some  friends  of  the  bill, 
and  thereby  drive  them  from  its  support;  and  in 
every  way  they  endeavor  to  distract  those  who 
believe  the  practice  constitutional,  and  who  desire, 
in  good  faith,  to  confine  appropriations  to  legiti¬ 
mate  objects.  And  if  the  result  to  the  Government 
shall  be  even  worse  than  is  foreshadowed  in  their 
speeches,  they  may  take  more  than  ordinary  credit 
to  themselves  for  having  brought  it  about. 

If,  after  a  fair  test  vote,  it  is  found  the  friends  of 
the  measure  are  the  majority,  and  the  minority 
would  permit  the  bill  to  be  perfected,  much  that  is 
complained  of  would  be  excluded.  But,  no;  they 
boldly  justify  a  resort  to  every  artifice  to  defeat 
the  bill,  whilst  we,  in  their  selfishly-prejudiced 
judgments,  are  chargeable  with  corrupt  bargain¬ 
ing,  if,  upon  the  principle  of  self-defence,  or  self- 
preservation,  we  make  similar  resorts  to  insure 
success.  It  would  be  far  better  for  all  concerned 
if  a  different  course  was  pursued. 

The  amendment  before  the  committee  by  the 
gentleman, also  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Crozier,]  is 
for  an  appropriation  to  complete  the  canal  around 
the  Muscle  Shoals  on  the  Tennessee  river. 

We  are  informed  that  Congress  heretofore  do¬ 
nated  to  the  State  of  Alabama  four  hundred  thou¬ 
sand  acres  of  choice  land  to  provide  for  construct¬ 
ing  this  canal;  that  the  proceeds  of  the  lands  have 
been  expended,  and  the  canal  is  not  yet  finished. 
We  are  told  that  a  further  survey  and  estimate  are 
not  necessary  to  a  proper  understanding  of  this 
improvement. 

This  act  of  a  prior  Congress,  in  connexion  with 
the  fact  that  your  present  Chief  Magistrate  voted 
for  it,  (and  for  his  vote  was  publicly  entertained  at 
the  festive  board  by  the  patriotic  citizens  of  Hunts¬ 
ville,  as  we  are  told  by  a  friend  of  his  on  this 
floor,)  would,  if  I  had  no  other  knowledge  of  the 
location,  be  satisfactory  evidence  to  my  mind  that 
the  undertaking  was  of  national  importance,  and 
that  would  enlist  my  cordial  support.  We  have 
heard,  in  truthful  and  eloquent  language,  from  the 
mover  of  this  amendment  the  advantages  likely  to 
result  to  the  people  of  the  great  valley  by  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  this  work.  It  is  as  yet  a  broken  link  in 
the  chain  which,  by  means  of  railroads  through 
Georgia  and  South  Carolina,  and  the  Tennessee 
river,  is  to  reach  from  the  Mississippi  river  to  the 
Atlantic. 

If  a  selfish  motive  v/as  permitted  to  influence  my 
action,  or  I  dared  to  meet  my  constituency  with 
such  a  reason,  a  most  potent  one  could  be  assigned 
for  opposing  this  appropriation.  For  the  last  two 
years  the  subject  of  internal  improvement,  which 


has  mostly  engrossed  my  attention,  is  the  construe" 
tion  of  a  railroad  from  the  falls  of  the  Ohio  to  the 
Atlantic,  terminating  at  Alexandria,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  at  Richmond,  Virginia — passing 
the  nearest  practicable  route  over,  or  through,  the 
mountains  of  both  Kentucky  and  Virginia.  The 
advantages  of  the  road  would  be  almost  innumera¬ 
ble  and  unlimited. 

An  intelligent  and  respectable  citizen  of  the  city 
of  New  York  informs  me  that  the  New  York  and 
Erie  railroad,  completed  less  than  sixty  miles,  hav¬ 
ing  its  terminus  upon  the  Hudson  river  twenty -six 
miles  from  the  city ,  which  interval  is  plied  by  steam¬ 
boats,  has,  notwithstanding  the  inconvenience  of 
changing  from  cars  to  boats,  proved  a  saving  of 
over  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  annually  to  the 
consumers  in  the  city  in  the  trifling,  yet  necessary, 
article  of  milk  alone.  The  price  formerly  was  six 
to  seven  cents  per  quart;  the  supply  by  this  new 
thoroughfare  has  reduced  it  to  three  or  four  cents 
per  quart;  and  all  other  products  of  the  farm  have 
been  reduced  in  nearly  the  like  proportion.  Nor 
is  the  benefit  confined  to  the  consumer;  the  present 
prices  give  the  producer  near  the  same  ratio  of 
profit,  as  is  the  decline  of  price  to  the  consumer. 
Such  are  the  advantages  of  affording  cheap  and 
ready  transportation. 

The  distress  of  the  people  of  Louisville  for 
weeks  but  just  passed,  caused  by  the  obstruction 
to  the  navigation  of  the  Ohio — which  occurs  more 
or  less  every  winter — imperiously  demands  a  rem¬ 
edy  for  an  evil  of  such  magnitude.  Coal  that  usu¬ 
ally  sells  at  from  eight  to  ten  cents  per  bushel,  rose 
to  forty-five  cents;  and  all  other  necessaries  were 
much  enhanced  in  price  in  consequence  of  those 
obstructions  to  the  customary  supplies.  The  phil¬ 
anthropic  heart  is  pained  at  such  contemplations, 
for  it  sees  that  the  toiling  poor,  who  should  be  the 
first  objects  of  protection,  are  the  greatest  sufferers. 
Like  obstructions  in  the  Potomac  produce  like  ef¬ 
fects  here.  i 

The  people  of  Kentucky  now  are,  and  have  been 
for  years,  paying  a  tribute  of  about  half  a  million 
of  dollars  annually  to  sister  States  on  the  Ohio  river 
for  the  necessary  articles  of  salt,  iron,  coal,  and 
lumber,  whilst  our  mountains  contain  inexhausti¬ 
ble  supplies  of  each,  of  equal,  if  not  superior  qual¬ 
ity,  and  this  road  will  enable  us  to  obtain  them  at 
far  cheaper  rates  than  are  now  paid.  Virginia, 
too,  if  I  am  correctly  informed,  has  to  “hew  wood 
and  draw  water”  for  some  of  her  neighbors;  or, 
to  use  a  more  appropriate  illustration,  and  one 
worthy  its  distinguished  author,  she  permits  the 
water  of  her  rivers  “to  run  into  the  sea,  having 
hardly  touched  a  water-wheel which  the  worthy 
author  seems  justly  to  think  is  “a  great  waste  of 
natural  wealth.”  Such  a  road  would  enable  her  to 
procure  the  material  to  employ  her  almost  unlim¬ 
ited  water-power,  whilst  her  high  lands  and  the 
grazing  lands  of  Kentucky  would  furnish  meat  and 
bread  to  feed  her  laboring  thousands,  at  far  less 
prices  than  are  now  paid.  The  increased  value  of 
real  estate  along  the  road  would  be  no  inconsidera¬ 
ble  item  in  the  State’s  revenue;  for  there  is  little 
doubt  that  the  price  of  land  would  be  enhanced  to 
an  amount  equal  to  the  cost  of  the  road.  It  is 
equally  certain  that  the  full  cost  of  the  road  would 
be  saved  to  the  consumers  at  each  terminus  in  a 
few  years,  in  cheapening  the  price  of  necessaries. 
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whilst  it  would  give  a  considerable  profit  to  the  pro¬ 
ducers.  The  natural  wealth  embo  welled  in  our 
mountains  would  furnish  profitable  employment  to 
tens  of  thousands,  whilst  the  products  of  their  la¬ 
bor  would  benefit  hundreds  of  thousands,  by  cheap¬ 
ening  the  articles  of  daily  consumption.  The  stock 
in  this  road  could  not  fail  to  be  profitable.  The 
estimate  is,  that  four  hundred  thousand  persons  as¬ 
cend  and  descend  the  Ohio  river  annually,  and  ex¬ 
perience  proves,  that  as  facilities  increase,  so  does 
travelling.  The  railroad  from  Lexington  to  Frank- 
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fort,  owned  by  Kentucky,  less  than  twenty  miles 
by  the  high  road,  is  rented  for  ^17,000  per  year, 
and  the  lessees  realize  a  handsome  profit.  This 
would  constitute  a  part  of  the  proposed  road.  Be¬ 
fore  the  Kentucky  river  was  locked  and  dammed, 
a  few  flat-boats,  at  great  risk,  were  hurried  out  du¬ 
ring  freshets.  Now,  although  the  work  is  com¬ 
plete  only  a  few  miles  above  Frankfort,  there  are 
two  daily  lines  of  steamboats  from  that  town,  (one 
to  Cincinnati  and  one  to  Louisville,)  that  give  prof¬ 
itable  employment  to  four  steamers.  The  same  is 
equally  true  of  Green  river,  which  has  also  been 
locked  and  dammed.  Cincinnati  owes  a  great  por¬ 
tion  of  her  wealth  and  commercial  importance  to 
her  canals,  extending,  until  lately,  but  a  limited 
distance  into  her  interior. 

If  such  results  attend  improvements  so  limited, 
who  can  calculate  the  benefits  from  this  improve¬ 
ment,  offering  an  easy  and  cheap  communication 
for  six  hundred  miles,  through  a  country  incalcu¬ 
lably  rich  in  minerals,  and  over  a  soil,  part  of  the 
distance,  equal  to  any  known?  Is  the  retention  of 
the  seat  of  Government  in  this  District  a  desirable 
object?  This  road  would  secure  it  for  a  century, 
if  not  for  all  time  to  come.  Look  to  the  present 
state  of  our  country  west.  If  Ohio  completes  her 
improvements,  as  anticipated ,  in  less  than  two  years 
from  this  time  the  traveller  will  pass  from  the  Falls 
of  the  Ohio  up  to  Cincinnati,  thence  through  Ohio 
by  railroads,  and  so  round  by  the  city  of  New 
York,  as  the  quickest  route  to  Washington  city. 
It  will  take  about  eighty-four  hours  to  make  the 
trip — it  now  takes  one  hundred  and  forty-four 
hours  by  way  of  Wheeling,  and  twenty-four  hours 
more,  if  the  water-route  by  Pittsburg  and  Browns¬ 
ville  is  preferred.  By  the  proposed  road,  the  jour¬ 
ney  could  be  made  in  fifty  hours,  at  a  moderate 
speed. 

This  road  would  make  Virginia  and  Kentucky 
what  nature  designed  them  to  be — among  the  first 
States  in  the  Union.  It  would,  indeed,  be  as  strong 
as  an  iron  band,  binding  together  parent  and  child. 
It  would  give  Kentucky  what  is  much  wanted,  and 
what  she  must  and  will  have,  if  her  rivers  are  not 
improved  and  kept  in  good  order — an  outlet  for  her 
surplus  products  upon  the  Atlantic,  north  of  Cape 
Florida. 

It  is  not  intended  to  ask  the  aid  of  the  General 
Government  in  this  magnificent  enterprise.  The 
citizens  of  the  two  States  have  the  ability  to  ac¬ 
complish  it.  And  notwithstanding  I  feel  a  deep 
interest  in  the  project,  and  intend  to  urge  the  un¬ 
dertaking,  yet,  although  aware  that  possibly  the 
southern  navigable  route  may  produce  rivalry,  my 
support  shall  not  be  withheld  on  the  present  occa¬ 
sion;  for  the  proposed  work  is,  in  my  judgment, 
essentially  national  in  its  character. 

The  attention  of  the  committee  is  now  most  re¬ 


spectfully  invited  to  the  history  and  uses  of  the 
Louisville  and  Portland  canal.  And  it  is  matter 
of  regret  that  so  many  gentlemen  who  have  de¬ 
nounced  this  work  are  absent,  for  it  was  to  them 
particularly  I  intended  to  address  myself.  Justice 
is  all  that  is  required,  and  a  patient  hearing  must 
insure  it.  We  ask  for  two  things:  first,  an  in¬ 
creased  facility  to  pass  the  falls;  second,  exonera¬ 
tion  from  the  heavy  taxes  paid  the  present  canal 
company  on  our  commerce.  I  cannot  believe  that 
Congress,  when  informed  of  the  true  state  of  the 
case,  can  withhold  relief  in  some  shape.  I  am  not 
wedded  to  the  plan  in  this  bill;  and  if  another  less 
exceptionable  can  be  suggested  that  will  effect  the 
desired  ends,  it  will  meet  my  cordial  support. 

While  recollected,  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Payxe]  will  be  noticed,  for 
they  were  calculated  to  reflect  upon  the  officers  of 
the  canal  company. 

[Here  Mr.  T.  yielded  the  floor  to  Mr.  Payne, 
who  stated,  that  in  what  he  had  said  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  make  any  personal  reflection  upon  the 
officers  of  the  canal  company.] 

Mr.  Thomasson  resumed.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  explanation,  for  these  gentlemen  are  irreproach¬ 
able  citizens.  They  are  attentive,  energetic,  and 
obliging.  For,  although  complaints  loud  and  gen¬ 
eral  have  been  heard  against  the  oppressive  canal 
tax,  yet  not  a  murmur  of  complaint  has  been  heard 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  canal  has  been  con¬ 
ducted.  But  to  the  subject. 

On  the  Ohio  river  near  Louisville  there  is  a  fall 
of  about  twenty-five  feet  in  the  distance  of  two 
miles.  It  is  caused  by  a  limestone  rock,  which  is 
exposed  at  low  water  four-fifths  of  the  distance 
across  the  bed  of  the  stream.  Though  the  water, 
when  low,  is  compressed  into  a  narrow  channel, 
there  is  not  then  a  sufficient  depth  to  pass  a  flat- 
boat  with  ordinary  cargo;  hence  there  is  a  total 
suspension  of  navigation  through  the  natural  chan¬ 
nels.  At  a  medium  stage  of  water,  flat  and  small 
steamboats  descend,  but  it  requires  a  greater  depth 
for  steamers  to  ascend.  The  rise  on  the  falls  has 
been  over  forty  feet;  so  great  a  height,  however, 
is  unusual. 

The  obstruction  at  these  falls  to  the  navigation 
of  our  beautiful  river  attracted  public  attention  at 
an  early  period  of  our  settlements.  The  first  at¬ 
tempt  to  overcome  it  was  made  by  our  friends  and 
neighbors  on  the  Indiana  side.  They  procured  a 
charter  from  their  Legislature.  A  sufficiency  of 
stock  was  subscribed  to  organize  the  company,  and 
they  proceeded  to  work.  There  is  to  this  day  a 
large  dike,  part  of  the  unfinished  work,  adjoining 
the  beautiful  town  of  Jeffersonville,  which  will 
long  remain  a  memento  of  this  patriotic  effort  of  a 
publm -spirited  people  to  effect  an  object  far  beyond 
their  means.  Unwilling  to  relinquish  the  hope  of 
facilitating  the  transportation  at  the  falls,  they  pre¬ 
vailed  upon  their  Legislature  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  railroad  from  Jeffersonville,  above, 
to  New  Albany,  below,  the  falls — a  distance  of 
about  five  miles.  The  greater  part  of  the  road  was 
graded,  and  much  work  was  done  in  bridging, 
when,  the  means  again  failing,  the  road  was  aban¬ 
doned,  and  it  is  now  rapidly  dilapidating. 

The  people  of  Kentucky  were  not  insensible  to 
the  magnitude  or  Importance  of  the  subject.  In 
1825  a  charter  was  obtained  from  the  Legislature 


for  the  present  company.  The  capital  stock  was 
originally  $600,000;  it  was  increased  by  subsequent 
acts  to  $1,000,000.  So  national  was  this  work 
then  esteemed,  that  on  the  4th  of  June,  1825,  the 
General  Government  subscribed  $100,000,  and 
again  on  the  2d  March,  1829,  $133,500,  making 
$233,500  of  the  stock. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  recount  the  difficulties  that 
the  company  had  to  encounter  in  the  completion 
of  their  enterprise.  Labor  was  scarce  and  at  high 
prices;  the  uncertainty  of  success  compelled  prompt 
payment  on  the  part  of  the  company;  many  spoke 
of  the  undertaking  as  visionary — an  extravagant 
outlay  without  a  reasonable  hope  of  adequate  re¬ 
turn.  The  company,  however,  persevered  under 
a  series  of  difficulties,  which  were  of  years’  dura¬ 
tion,  and  completed  the  work.  It  has  proved  to 
be  not  only  a  great  convenience,  but  absolutely 
necessary  to  the  improving  commerce  of  our  river. 
I  have  in  my  hand  the  last  annual  report  of  the 
canal  company ,  which  shows,  that  for  the  last  seven 
years  there  have  been  paid  in  tolls  to  this  company 
upwards  of  $130,000  annually.  This  is  a  direct 
tax  upon  the  commerce  of  the  Ohio  river.  Is  this 
justice?  The  plain  practical  result  is,  that  you,  the 
General  Government,  tax  the  commerce  of  the  Ohio 
river  to  the  extent  of  your  share  of  the  dividends  of 
$130,000  per  year,  and  put  it  into  your  treasury ,  to  fos¬ 
ter  the  commerce  of  other  sections  of  the  confederacy. 
I  emphatically  repeat  the  question,  Is  this  justice? 
[A  Democratic  member  remarked,  “You  are  in 
the  -wrong  crowd  for  justice.  ”]  The  gentleman  ex- 
resses  a  worse  opinion  of  himself  and  friends  than 
will  suffer  myself  to  entertain.  It  cannot  be  be¬ 
lieved  that  honorable  and  intelligent  gentlemen, 
sent  here  to  legislate  for  the  wdiole  nation,  will  tol¬ 
erate  this  crying  injustice  and  oppression. 

After  the  General  Government  had  received  in 
cash  for  tolls  $258,358,  being  $24,858  more  than 
she  advanced  as  stock,  the  Legislature  of  Kentucky 
authorized  the  canal  company  to  apply  all  dividends 
thereafter  accruing  to  the  purchase  of  the  stock 
held  by  individuals.  Under  the  operation  of  this 
act  the  Government  is,  in  fact,  at  this  day  the 
owner  of  5,353  shares  of  the  stock,  whilst  individ¬ 
uals  own  only  4,647  shares.  Since  gentlemen 
have  learned  that  I  voted  for  this  act  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature,  the  question  has  been  repeatedly  asked, 
Whence  the  authority  to  pass  the  act?  We  may 
have  followed  a  high  example,  and  assumed  the  re¬ 
sponsibility.  So  far  as  individually  concerned,  the 
confession  is  freely  made  by  me  that  there  has  been 
no  time  spent  in  searching  for  that  which  was 
known  not  to  exist.  But  of  what  do  gentlemen 
complain  ?  That  we  have  withheld  the  dues  of  the 
Government  from  the  treasury,  which  has  been 
surfeited  during  the  whole  time  with  a  surplus  ? 
Admitting  the  charge,  we  answer,  your  money  has 
been  put  to  use  in  the  hands  of  the  exchanger,  and 
it  has  yielded  you  a  hundred  fold.  It  will  enable 
you  to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  a  large  portion  of 
our  people.  If,  however,  justice  is  to  be  with- 
eld,  give  orders  to  your  officer,  that  his  mandate 
may  go  forth,  to  exact  the  principal  with  the  pen¬ 
alty.  Let  the  tribute  thus  exacted  from  our  local 
commerce  be  thus  made  manifest  to  the  world,  and 
redress  will  be  inevitable.  If,  however,  the  citi¬ 
zens  of  Kentucky  have  to  pay  the  tribute,  it  would 
be  much  less  obnoxious  to  their  sense  of  justice  to 


have  to  pay  it  to  the  individuals  who  subscribed 
the  stock  to  facilitate  their  commerce  than  to  the 
General  Government,  which,  after  being  refunded 
its  advance,  continues  its  exactions,  instead  of  af¬ 
fording  relief.  It  is  due,  however,  to  the  execu¬ 
tive  officers  of  the  Government  hitherto  having 
charge  of  the  collection  of  this  fund  to  say  that, 
seeing  the  manifest  injustice  complained  of,  they 
have  permitted  our  act  of  legislation  to  take  effect. 
And  I  feel  that  it  is  not  out  of  place,  but  essentially 
proper,  to  tender  them  my  thanks  for  their  course 
towards  us. 

Many  impediments  are  thrown  in  the  way  of  de¬ 
liberate  action  upon  this  subject.  The  proceedings 
of  a  meeting  of  citizens  of  Cincinnati  have  been 
furnished  to  members  of  Congress.  It  is  due  to 
truth  and  justice  to  say,  that  from  information, 
deemed  reliable,  from  different  sources,  this  objec¬ 
tion  proceeds  from  gentlemen  who  have  entered  into 
what  they  hoped  would  be  a  splendid  speculation, 
(the  purchase  of  the  Jeffersonville  Springs  and  a 
large  tract  of  land  contiguous  thereto,)  but  which, 
without  the  chance  of  selling  the  right  of  way  fora 
canal  and  consequent  enhancement  of  price  by  con¬ 
structing  a  canal  through  the  same,  will  result  in  a 
considerable  loss.  Be  this  as  it  may,  we  wish  the 
obstruction  to  the  navigation  removed.  If  you  are 
not  sufficiently  informed  by  surveys  and  reports 
already  made,  cause  others  to  be  made.  Nature 
has  given  us  so  great  an  advantage  over  our  neigh¬ 
bors,  that  we  fear  no  examination  or  investigation. 
On  the  Kentucky  shore  the  banks  are  low  com¬ 
pared  with  those  on  the  opposite  side,  and  the  ex¬ 
cavated  earth  will  be  sufficient  to  protect  the  work 
against  inundations. 

Gentlemen,  hearing  this  stock  represented  as  of 
great  value,  have  inquired,  Why  is  it  that  these 
stockholders  are  so  anxious  to  dispose  of  their 
stock,  if  it  is  as  profitable  as  represented?  Were 
we  to  exclude  the  idea  that  the  owners  of  the  stock 
may  be  influenced  by  patriotic  motives,  yet  there 
is  a  sufficient  reason  for  their  wishes  upon  the  score 
of  individual  interest.  They,  as  well  as  the  com¬ 
munity  at  large,  believe  that  the  necessities  of  the 
country  require  other  or  enlarged  improvements; 
and  they  expect  this  Government,  true  to  its  inter¬ 
est,  (about  which  there  seems  to  be  some  doubt,) 
will  in  some  way  improve  the  navigation  at  the 
falls;  and  they  are  unwilling  that  the  present  canal 
shall  be  found  to  compete  with  an  improvement  of 
the  Government.  But,  as  evidence  that  the  canal 
company  have  acted  with  kind  regard  to  the  public 
interest,  and  as  matter  of  importance  connected 
with  the  subject  under  consideration,  I  desire  to 
state,  that,  adjoining  the  canal,  there  has  been  a 
dry-dock  constructed,  on  the  land  owned  by  the 
canal  company — such  a  dock  as  will  probably  cost 
you  half  a  million  of  dollars  at  some  places;  the 
land  is  held  by  lease,  in  which  lease  there  is  a 
stipulation  that  the  Government,  becoming  the 
owner  of  the  canal,  shall  have  the  privilege  of  buy¬ 
ing  the  dry-dock  at  $50,000.  This  dock,  with 
proper  management,  would  produce  a  large  portion 
of  what  would  be  required  to  keep  the  canal  in  or¬ 
der.  It  is  thought  advisable  that  the  Government 
should  own  it  with  the  canal. 

Gentlemen  need  not  hope  that  rejecting  our 
application  will  free  them  from  importunities. 
Our  necessities  and  just  demands  will  be  defeated 
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but  to  be  renewed ;  we  will  continue  to  speak  of 
justice  in  your  hearing  until  our  wants  are  minis¬ 
tered  unto  and  our  grievances  redressed.  This  tax 
upon  our  commerce  is  wrong,  and  should  not  be 
tolerated.  We  wish  this  canal  to  belong  to  the 
Government,  and  then  to  be  enlarged  and  improved 
with  an  additional  set  of  locks  of  sufficient  dimen¬ 
sions  to  admit  any  sized  steamer  used  upon  our 
waters;  with  no  more  toll  than  will  keep  it  in  re¬ 
pair.  This  much  is  due  to  us;  less  will  be  a  re¬ 
flection  upon  the  Government. 

I  am  frequently  asked,  why  this  great  importu¬ 
nity,  when,  under  the  operation  of  the  act  of  the 
Legislature  of  Kentucky,  the  stock  owned  by  in¬ 
dividuals  will  have  been  acquired  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  five  or  six  years  ?  Do  gentlemen  reflect? 
What  difference  is  it  to  our  commerce  whether  this 
tax  is  paid  to  individuals  or  to  the  Government?  If 
it  will  be  just  for  the  Government  to  grant  our  re¬ 
quests,  then  is  it  no  less  justice  that  it  should  be 
done  now.  No,  sir;  now  is  the  accepted  time — 
“hope  deferred  makes  the  heart  sick.” 

It  has  been  suggested  that  a  dam  across  the  river, 
with  locks  at  each  end,  would  be  the  most  desirable 
improvement.  This  was  my  favorite  plan  until 
Captain  Crain  made  his  report  on  the  subject. 
Relying  upon  his  superior  judgment  and  expe¬ 
rience,  such  an  improvement  was  lost  sight  of  until 
lately,  when,  from  several  sources,  and  especially 
from  a  printed  statement  of  Major  W.  H.  Morell, 
in  whose  judgment,  formed  upon  long  experience, 
there  should  be  great  confidence,  I  am  induced  to 
believe  it  would  not  affect  our  harbors  or  the  health 
of  the  city.  If  those  two  essentials  are  not  jeopard¬ 
ized,  then  the  dam  and  locks  are  again  favorites 
with  me. 

1  My  zeal  upon  this  subject  does  not  proceed  from 
any  individual  or  local  interest.  I  do  not,  nor  does 
any  relative  of  mine,  own  stock  in  the  Louisville 
and  Portland  Canal  company;  indeed,  there  is  but 
little  of  it  owned  in  Kentucky.  About  two  years 
ago,  I  was  furnished  with  the  list  now  before  me, 
showing  where  the  stock  was  then  owned.  I  pre¬ 
sume  it  is  held  by  the  same  persons,  except  what 
has  been  bought  in  for  the  General  Government. 
There  is  a  great  diversity  of  opinion  at  Louisville 
as  to  the  advantage  of  the  canal  so  far  as  the  inter¬ 
est  of  the  city  is  concerned.  A  large  portion  of 
the  products  of  Kentucky,  and  even  of  my  district, 
reaches  the  river  at  and  below  Portland,  and  is  not 
subject  to  the  canal  tax. 

The  citizens  of  southern  Ohio,  western  New 
York,  western  Pennsylvania,  and  western  Vir¬ 
ginia,  are  as  immediately  interested  in  this  im¬ 
provement  as  any  portion  of  my  State. 

The  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Payne]  deserve  a  notice.  He  enumerated 
the  rivers  in  his  State;  and  then,  to  show  that  his 
opposition  to  this  bill  was  disinterested,  he  said 

(that  nothing  was  asked  for  their  improvement. 
"Why,  in  my  State  there  is  the  Kentucky,  the  Green 
with  its  trioutaries,  the  Salt,  and  the  Licking  riv¬ 
ers,  with  others  of  less  note;  not  one  of  which 
are  appropriations  asked  for  or  expected.  Look 
through  the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana,  and*  Ohio, 
at  the  many  navigable  streams  of  equal  commer¬ 
cial  importance  to  any  mentioned  by  the  gentle¬ 
men;  and  yet  because  they  he  within  the  “States 
respectively,  no  appropriation  is  proposed  for  thepi. 


The  indebtedness  of  the  States,  occasioned  by 
making  internal  improvements,  has  been  animad¬ 
verted  upon  with  much  severity.  I  will  answer  only 
for  my  own  State.  Although  a  portion  of  the  money 
borrowed  for  internal  improvements  has  doubtless 
been  improvidently  expended,  Kentucky  could  not 
now  take  back  the  money  with  interest,  and  do 
without  the  improvements;  for,  were  she  to  recon¬ 
struct  them,  she  would  still  be  the  loser  by  the 
check  her  internal  trade  would  sustain  whilst  the 
improvements  were  being  made.  But  even  if  some 
of  the  money  was  wasted,  is  the  State,  on  the 
whole,  a  loser  ora  gainer  by  her  improvements  ? 
Suppose  her  income  from  these  investments  falls 
short  of  the  ordinary  rates  of  interest,  is  not  the 
difference,  nay  three  times  the  difference,  made 
good  to  her  treasury  by  the  enhancement  of  prop¬ 
erty  subject  to  her  taxation,  and  by  the  augmenta¬ 
tion  of  her  commerce  and  property,  which  furnish 
the  main  sources  of  her  income  ? 

It  will  not  be  out  of  place  to  mention  the  sug¬ 
gestions  which  have  been  made,  no  doubt  in  good 
faith  and  with  generous  intent.  One  is,  to  give 
the  entire  interest  of  the  Government  in  the  Louis¬ 
ville  and  Portland  canal  to  the  State  of  Kentucky. 
To  this  proposition,  as  a  citizen  of  Kentucky,  and 
one  of  her  Representatives  on  this  floor,  I  have 
and  do  enter  my  solemn  protest;  not  that  the  pat¬ 
riotism  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  is  distrusted, 
but  because  the  work  is  essentially  national,  and 
should  be  under  the  immediate  control  and  super¬ 
vision  of  the  General  Government.  If,  however, 
j  the  Government  shall  determine  (a.s  has  been  sug- 
■  gested  it  will)  to  dissolve  all  connexion  with  incor- 
I  porated  companies,  it  may  then  become  my  duty 
5  not  only  to  accede  to  the  proposition,  but  to  urge 
its  consummation  as  a  choice  of  evils.  But  let  it 
be  recollected  that  such  a  course  is  declared  unjust 
towards  the  citizens  of  other  States  having  as  great 
an  interest  in  this  navigation  as  we  have. 

Another  suggestion  is,  that  we  of  the  West  shall 
name  a  sum  deemed  ample  to  improve  our  rivers, 
and  tii at  Congress  shall  by  law  authorize  its  pay¬ 
ment  as  the  work  progresses,  and  when  expended, 
no  further  appropriation  to  be  asked  or  given.  For 
one,  I  have  no  authority  to  listen  to  such  terms; 
and  if  I  had,  the  offer  of  millions,  or  hundreds  of 
millions,  would  not  tempt  me  to  close  the  con¬ 
tract.  It  was  but  a  short  tune  since  one  of  our 
most  experienced  engineers,  whilst  ascending  the 
Ohio  river,  remarked  that  in  less  than  fifty  years, 
twenty  millions  of  dollars  would  be  expended  on 
that  river;  that  there  was  a  sufficient  volume  of 
water,  with  proper  dams  and  locks,  to  afford  an 
easy  passage  for  the  largest  class  of  steamboats  at 
all  seasons  of  the  year;  and  the  necessities  of  the 
country  would  insure  the  completion  of  the  work. 
It  is  best  to  leave  to  those  who  shall  shortly  take 
our  places,  the  unrestricted  privilege  of  judging 
and  acting  for  themselves,  with  an  ardent  hope 
that  their  wants  may  receive  a  more  attentive  hear¬ 
ing  and  ready  help  than  we  are  likely  to  receive. 

Neither  my  experience  or  situation  in  life  give  me 
the  right  to  offer  advice;  but  I  beg,  in  all  kindness, 
to  suggest  to  the  Representatives  of  the  glorious  old 
thirteen  States,  that  the  time  will  shortly  come— 
yea,  it  is  no  further  off  than  1853 — when  our  bre¬ 
thren  will  come  across  from  the  valley  of  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  in  such  numbers  as  to  control  the  destinies 


of  this  nation;  and  it  were  better  then  to  have  no 
open  account  to  settle.  Not  but  that  their  mag¬ 
nanimity  will  restrain  them  within  the  rightful 
exercise  of  power;  but,  there  should  exist  no  just 
cause  for  its  imperious  exercise. 

Mark  the  events  of  the  times.  If  a  vessel  is  cast 
away  at  sea,  and  lives  are  lost,  there  are  lamenta¬ 
tions  throughout  the  land;  your  Government  ves¬ 
sels,  regardless  of  expense,  are  immediately  de¬ 
spatched,  on  the  chance  of  affording  relief.  This  is 
not  referred  to  in  the  spirit  of  complaint — far  other¬ 
wise:  it  is  commendable;  it  bespeaks  a  Christian 
people.  But  mark  the  contrast.  We  hear  almost 
weekly  of  the  destruction  of  thousands  in  proper¬ 
ty,  and  of  the  death  of  scores  who  find  an  untimely 
and  watery  grave,  because  of  the  obstruction  to 
navigation  on  our  western  waters.  And  our  hearts 
seem  to  be  hardened  by  the  frequency  of  such  dis¬ 
asters.  Do  gentlemen  feel  that  their  consciences 
are  easy  ?  Have  they  examined  their  garments 
that  they  are  unstained  with  the  blood  of  their 
fellow-citizens,  who  are  thus  unmercifully  sacri¬ 
ficed  by  our  supineness  and  inattention  to  our  duty 
and  their  rights  and  merits  ? 

Although  the  prospect  is  gloomy,  I  still  hope  a 
good  result  to  crown  our  efforts.  As  the  friends 
of  internal  improvement,  let  us  agree  to  make  no 
appropriation  beyond  the  probable  surplus  for  the 
current  fiscal  year,  and  only  upon  surveys  and 
estimates,  or  other  reliable  information,  from  the 
proper  source  acting  under  authority  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  then  only  for  objects  of  national 
importance.  And  if,  after  all  our  exertions,  we 
are  defeated,  let  us  gird  up  our  loins  to  renew  the 
conflict,  remembering  there  is  in  store  for  us  the 
toil-compensating  recompense  (rendered  more  cor¬ 
dial  by  success)  of  “  well  done  good  and  faithful 
servant.” 


From  the  Twenty-First  Annual  Report  of  the 
President  and  Directors  of  the  Louisville  and  Port¬ 
land  Canal  Company,  it  appears  the  tolls  received 
amounted — 


In  1831, 

upon 

76,323  tons, 

to  $12,750  77 

1832, 

66 

70,109 

66 

25,756  12 

1833, 

u 

169,885 

66 

60,736  92 

1834, 

u 

162,000 

66 

61,848  17 

1835, 

f  c 

200,413 

66 

80,165  24 

1836, 

6  6 

182,220 

66 

88,343  23 

1837, 

6  6 

242,374 

66 

145,424  69 

1838, 

66 

201,750 

a 

121,107  16 

1839, 

cc 

300,406 

6  6 

180,364  01 

1849, 

6  6 

224,841 

66 

134,904  55 

1841, 

66 

189,907 

6  6 

113,944  59 

1842, 

66 

172,755 

<c 

95,005  10 

1843, 

66 

232,264 

66 

107,274  65 

1844, 

tc 

304,384 

66 

140,389  97 

1845, 

66 

318,741 

66 

138,291  17 

3,048,692 

$1,506,306  34 

Individual  stockholders 

own 

but  4,647  shares 

whilst  the  Government  owns  5,353. 


The  individuals  owning  stock  in  the  Louisville 
and  Portland  Canal,  in  1844,  resided  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  places,  and  owned  the  number  of  shares  affixed 
to  their  places  of  residence,  viz: 

In  Louisville,  Kentucky . 157  shares. 

New  Orleans .  11  “ 

State  of  Ohio .  144  “ 

Connecticut .  57  “ 

Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire. . .  636  “ 

St.  Louis,  Missouri .  565  “ 

New  York .  449  “ 

Philadelphia . 4064  “ 


